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PROCEEDTINGS
(On record - 8:45 a.m.)
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: I'm going to call this meeting back
to order at 8:45. And we stopped yesterday, I believe, with
the proposals but that this morning we were going to pickup

right back with Proposal 38.

MR. MATHEWS: Mr. Chairman, we can do 38 and then we

have the information on what Northwest did. So maybe it'd be
best to do 38 and then go on to 93, it's the other one you
deferred. And I mean -- or whatever. And then we need to

report what Northwest did.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Okay.

MR. MATHEWS: So 38, Hollis Twitchell of the National
Park Service will be presenting. It has to deal with customary
and traditional use determinations for 13(E) and 20 (C) and
he'll explain all the details. I don't have my notebook here
to tell you what page so let me find that real quick.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: 167 -- yes, 167.

MR. MATHEWS: Okay, 167 would be where the analysis is
and Hollis Twitchell will be presenting it.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Hollis.

MR. TWITCHELL: Good morning. Hollis Twitchell, Denali
National Park. I want to thank you, Mr. Chair, for deferring
the proposal for this morning for me. Beginning with the draft
analysis in March 1997 Dan O'Connor submitted a letter to the
Federal Subsistence Board requesting an individual customary
and traditional use determination for use of moose on Federal
lands and Denali National Park in Units 13(E) and 20(C). Dan
O'Connor holds a National Park Subsistence use permit, however,
he cannot use moose resources on Federal lands since he resides
in Healy which does not have a positive customary and
traditional use determination for moose.

The Federal Subsistence Board normally makes customary
and traditional use determinations of fish and wildlife
populations for subsistence based on community or area. On
National Park Service lands, the Federal Subsistence Board may
determine customary use for fish and wildlife populations on an
individual basis. This provision within the Federal
Subsistence Management regulations was provided to accommodate
local rural subsistence users who are eligible to use Park
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lands and monuments but reside in a rural community or an area
that doesn't have a positive customary and traditional use
determination.

This process for doing an individual exception to a cé&t
determination has not been done before so this will be a first
case using this provision within the Federal regulations. As
such, there is no process laid out on how to best present an
individual's request. It was Park Service's intentions simply
to move it forward as a special action to the Federal
Subsistence Board. The Fish and Wildlife Service requested
that this be prepared as a proposal and as such, we have
organized the analysis in a narrative form based on information
that Dan O'Connor submitted when he applied for his subsistence
use permit and then with several additional interviews to
gather further information. Since this is a first occasion for
this process, I thought it would be good to go through the
analysis and I'll do that at this time.

The O'Connor family have depended upon moose in Alaska
as the primary source of sustenance for four generations and
have regularly and consistently hunted moose for 57 years in
Unit 13 and 20. Dan O'Connor's grandfather settled in Palmer
in the 1940s. Dan O'Connor's father, Pat O'Connor's moose
hunting began in 1948 and has continued uninterrupted through
1997. Dan O'Connor has participated in moose hunting since he
was a young child and has actively hunted himself every year
since 1971. Dan O'Connor is an eligible subsistence user for
Denali and he resides -- and he resided in McKinley Village
prior to his moving to Healy in 1981. Upon his move to Healy,
Dan applied for and received a subsistence use permit to use
the Park additions for Denali National park. Dan O'Connor
personally harvests and uses a moose every year and moose is
their primary resource since the caribou seasons in 20(C) in
the Healy area have not been open for a number of years.

The O'Connor families have hunted and harvested and
shared moose every fall season from 1940 to the present
seasons. The O'Connor family essentially hunts or traps all
year long depending on the seasons for fur bearers, ptarmigan,
spruce hen, hare, bear caribou and sheep. Fall moose hunting
activities have always been a regular family event despite
extensive regulatory restrictions and closures which effect on
their traditional seasons and use areas. As an example, a
variety of regulatory restrictions on State and Federal lands
within the region, they've had an effect on the efficiency and
economy and effort of -- and their use patterns.

The Healy-Lignite Control Used Area just east of Healy
in Unit 20(A) is restricted to bow and arrow hunting only. The



00125

OO Joy Ul WwWN

Yanert Control Use Area east of McKinley Village and the Wood
River Control Use area east of Healy are restricted to non-
motorized access only for hunting and transporting any large
animals. Park Service regulations on Park lands restrict the
use of ATVs and aircraft as the means of access for subsistence
wildlife harvest. 1In most of the winter hunting seasons it
would provide a relatively easy access to moose have nearly all
been eliminated.

The O'Connor's travel to hunting areas by foot, boat,
and/or off road vehicles to hunt moose with rifles. They
transport wildlife resources using traditional ground access
methods typical for the area. Despite many regulatory changes
to the seasons and bag limits, access methods and means and
areas open to subsistence harvesting moose, the O'Connor
families have continued to maintain a reoccurring pattern of
use within the area using the traditional methods and means
which are characterized by efficiency and economy of effort.

The O'Connor's have hunted and harvest moose by
reasonable ground access to areas near their residence or
community in Units 13(E), 20(C) and 14. They have hunted
primarily in Unit 13 during the early years of 1940, 1950s and
the 1960s. Then they shifted their primary use areas to Unit
20 and have been utilizing that area for the past 15 to 20
years.

MR. SAM: Do we have to go through all this?

MR. TWITCHELL: I was intending to. There's Jjust
several more paragraphs that I was going to go over. Would you
like me to continue?

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Go ahead.

MR. TWITCHELL: The O'Connor's generally hunt in the
same locations and travel further to other areas such as
Willow, Teklanika, Bull River and Tolovana only when necessary
due to regulatory closures or restrictions, weather, water
conditions or availability of moose and competition from other
hunters.

The O'Connor's use all eligible parts of the moose.

Freezing meat outdoors is done during the colder months. It's
not usually possible during the September so most of the meat
is either canned or stored in freezers to preserve it. Some
portions of the moose are processed by a drying, jerky. The
O'Connor's use the same process that they learned from -- Dan

O'Connor uses the same process he learned from his parents and
grandparents and is passing those skills and knowledge on to
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his son. Such handling techniques are common both
historically and during the contemporary across the state.

When the weather conditions permit Dan also brings out
non-edible parts of the moose which he uses as trapping bait.
O'Connor's grandparents learned their hunting skills regarding
Alaska in the Palmer area between Palmer and Glennallen. Dan,
as a young boy accompanied his father and mother and often
other relatives long before he was actually old enough to hunt
himself. He has hunted moose every year since he was 10 years
old. And Dan continues these traditions with his family and is
passing them along to his children.

In terms of sharing, they always shared their harvested
resources between family members and between non-family members
who participated with them on hunts. They traditionally share
moose resources with annual community events such as the
potlatch, holidays and social gatherings. They also share
their resources with their friends and neighbors when in need
and with those who assisted in processing with the harvest.

Moose were and still are the O'Connor family as a
primary source of meat. The family uses a variety of
subsistence resources, such as caribou, sheep, bear, ptarmigan,
spruce hen, hares, fish, and fur bearers such as beaver,
marten, fox, wolf, lynx and otter. Often multiple generations
and several of the O'Connor households participate in the fall
hunting processing activities together. Approximately 85
percent of Dan O'Connor's family meat comes from hunting.
Typically wild land resources provide meals five out of seven
days per week.

The preliminary conclusions are to adopt the proposal.
Justification is that testimony provided by Dan and Pat
O'Connor provides adequate documentation that the O'Connor's
have customary and traditionally harvested moose. His family
relies on a wide diversity of subsistence resources since
1940's and they have an uninterrupted pattern of moose hunting
from 1948 through 1997. Dan O'Connor personally participated
in hunting moose since 1971 to the present and he also engages
in hunting and trapping a variety of species. Records indicate
that he has primary used Unit 20(C) for moose hunting. He has
been not able to use Unit 13 (E) since 1987 due to regulatory
restrictions. However, this unit has been used in the past by
both himself, his father and grandfather. Comparatively, Dan
O'Connor's subsistence practices are similar to the other five
Denali National Park subsistence permit holders in the McKinley
Village area or the nearby resident zone of Cantwell. Dan
O'Connor and his family had established a customary and
traditional use of moose long before Dan's move to the
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community of Healy. He should be granted an individual
exception to utilize subsistence resources from Denali National
Park lands within Units 13(E) and 20(C).

That concludes the primary conclusions. There were two
comments received regarding this proposal If there's no one
here from the State, I can read the State's comment. The ADF&G
comments were do not support outside of Park. Comments
deferred pending review of Staff analysis for National Park
portion. As a general rule, the Federal Subsistence Board has
authority to evaluate and recognize customary and traditional
uses only on a community or area basis. The one exception for
this rule is for National Parks and Monuments where individual
determinations may be made. The Board does not have authority
to make individual cé&t use determinations for the requester,
that applies to all of Units 13(E) and 20(C). However, the
Board may make individual determinations for uses of Denali
National Park. Upon a positive c&t use determination, this
individual could participate in subsistence uses within Denali
National Park if he lives in the Park's resident zone or if he
qualifies for an individual permit from the National Park
Service under a 36 CFR 13.44. Because resident zones an
individual 1344 permits do not apply to National Preserves,
individual cé&t use determinations are unwarranted in these
areas. The cé&t use determinations for National Preserves
should be made only on a community or area basis. That
completes the State's comments.

The other comment came from the Denali Subsistence
Resource Commission. Regarding Proposal 38, they passed a
motion to support the proposal. The Commission supports
Proposal 38 as written as stated in the Commission's letter to
the Federal Subsistence Board dated March 29th, 1997. The
Commission is familiar with the O'Connor's family subsistence
use of moose resources from Denali National Park and believes
his request for an individual exception to use of moose from
Park lands should be granted. That was by unanimous vote.

That completes the comments that I've received.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Vince.

MR. MATHEWS: Mr. Chairman, Eastern Interior did take
up this proposal. And what they did is up on the overhead.
But basically the capsulization of it is that they support the
proposal with modification that all 13, which he mentioned CFR
36 13.44 permits will qualify for customary and traditional use
in the units as described.

The main reason they did that is because they didn't
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want all these names listed in the reg book and they
essentially didn't want others to come back before the Council.
They felt that the 1344 permit met the intent of the eight
factors. And so if you need more elaboration on that, George
or the rest of the Staff can talk about what Eastern did. But
that's essentially what they did.

MR. SAM: Are we required to take action on this?

MR. MATHEWS: Well, you're not required to take action,

but it's been a long, long situation there with that. You are
in the western part of the -- your jurisdiction covers just
part of the -- down in here is where your region comes in. So

that's why it's before you. And also because of your --
because this is the first application, you have another Park in
your area which is Gates of the Arctic and you touch upon Lake
Clark. We don't usually deal much with Lake Clark, but with
Gates of the Arctic we've had a lot of issues on that and Jack
can enlighten you on that that as far as we're constantly
looking at how the Park Service in Unit 24 interplays with this
program and vice versa, so that's why it's before you.

MR. TWITCHELL: The villages of Nikolai and Telida have

c&t for use of moose resources in 20(C). So in essence,
there's villages within your region that do use moose resources
within Unit 20(C). That's another reason why it's presented
here.

MR. COLLINS: Mr. Chairman.

CHATRMAN MORGAN: Ray.

MR. COLLINS: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to move approval
with the change that the wording suggested by the Eastern
Interior be inserted in place of the name, Pat O'Connor so that
anybody who qualifies -- well, that's the intent, anybody who
qualifies for permits could get them.

MR. SAM: I second the motion for discussion purposes.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: There's a motion.....

MR. SAM: And I just -- I personally don't like to deal

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: There's a motion on the floor for the

acceptance of 38 with the provisions from the Eastern.

MR. COLLINS: Right. The wording subsisted for the
name Pat O'Connor; is that understood?
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MR. MATHEWS: Yes, it's understood that it would be all
1344 permittees.

MR. COLLINS: Yeah.

MR. MATHEWS: And realize for the other members, Hollis
and other Park Service are here to explain 1344. There's no
intent to leave you out and what that means, et cetera. We can
explain what that is, I mean Jack and Ray are intimately aware
of 1344 permits.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: And seconded for discussion. Go
ahead.

MR. SAM: Okay. I would like to know about 1344
provisions.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Go ahead.

MR. TWITCHELL: There are two mechanisms that the Park
uses to identify who are local rural users who have customary
and traditional use of Park resources. The first method is by
identifying communities that have a significant concentration
of people who are dependent upon Park resources. Those are
known as resident zones. And for Denali there are four
resident zones, Cantwell, Lake Minchumina, Nikolai and Telida.

For people who don't live within those communities
there is the individual application for a 1344 permit in which
the individual applies and if they can show that they've had a
personal or family history of use of dependence on Park
resources for an extended period of time then they would be
granted a permit by the superintendent. So we have about 16
individuals who live in other areas other than those four
resident zone communities who have permits, and one of them is
Dan O'Connor and he's had a permit ever since he moved away
from his father's household in 1981 in which time he moved to
Healy. $So he was granted a permit based on his family's past
use as well as his own personal use.

MR. COLLINS: Mr. Chairman.

CHATRMAN MORGAN: Ray.

MR. COLLINS: Yeah, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to speak to
this because we've been involved in this for a long time. This
is extremely critical, I think because it is precedent setting,

it's the first one of these permits recognized.

The reason I say it's important, what we were talking
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about yesterday about, should this whole area be given cé&t here
or and we say generally maybe the area does not qualify but
there may be individuals that are going over there. For
instance now when we talked about the Koyukuk River and they
were talking about excluding that except for residents there, I
guess there's some families from Tanana that have traveled down
there for a long time, Native Alaskans who traveled down there
and hunted and they could be excluded by some of the provisions
that we are providing. We've never gone to look at individuals
before but it may come up in the future.

And since they do qualify as an individual, I think we
should approve it for that purpose. Originally in the State
provisions they were looking at individuals. And the wording
originally in the State -- we went through this on the old
regional interior, remember Dick Fish, the wording was in
there, and individuals, but the State only wants to look at
communities. And so again, if the community had changed, you
know, this rural/non-rural, where a community changed, all of a
sudden you would have a majority of the community are non-rural
so then everybody could have lost their rights unless you went
to individual. So it could become important in the future,
although we don't know that will happen. But that's why I
think it's important we approve this.

MR. MATHEWS: And the permits are important to the
Wrangell St-Elias area where you don't know where one community
possibly ends and another one begins. There's people in
between, so 1344's -- I know Wrangell's not in your area but
Denali has a similar situation on the east side. So that's --
the 1344 is a Park Service permit. What we're talking about
here is a Federal Subsistence program eligibility under cé&t and
it is in regulation that the Park Service can have individual
c&t's.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Go ahead.

MR. TWITCHELL: For the most part the community and
area of c&t determinations are working very well and they
accommodate almost all of our uses and needs. There are a few
exceptions and Dan O'Connor is one of them who happens to
reside in a community that does not have a lot of subsistence
Park users and it's not recognized as being a subsistence
resident zone for the Park. So individuals there, the 1344
permits are very important for those families and households.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Ron.

MR. SAM: Yeah, we've been dealing with these
individual requests out of the Gates of the Arctic, too. And
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we've never really resolved the problem because at that time we
went before the State and I think we shot it down because it's
in total conflict of our advisory committee wishes, too,
because of certain things that they wanted in these proposals
and its recognition. And I agree with Ray here that we have to
deal with it sooner or later, it's just that I do not want to
ever deal with it on an individual case. If we deal with it
once, everyone should qualify and the Park should be able to
handle it on their own. And I just do not want to see
individual requests come up before this Council.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Yes.

MR. SAM: 1If we set a precedence now so be it and help
these individuals deal with the respective agencies instead of
the Councils from now on.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Jack.

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman, I've wondered about dealing
with the cé&t's on a community basis. There are many Native
allotments that are outside of communities and if individuals
wanted to move out to their allotment and live there on a
permanent basis, I'm very reluctant to have only a community
c&t determination. I've thought that there should be a
provision under the Federal Board system for an individual 1344
type permit for areas that aren't within a Park unit. And I
feel that that is kind of a necessary component —-- should be a
necessary component of the Federal program. I, too, don't want
to see a big list of names in a regulation book about this
thick like a phone book. I just -- I feel that Dan O'Connor's
1344 permit qualifications meet all of the criteria, but I feel
that like the Eastern Interior says there, that if the 1344
qualified permit holder lives on an adjacent unit to the cé&t
area where he had prior use cé&t, then his place of residence as
long as it's a rural place of residence really shouldn't be a
factor and shouldn't have to be listed as an individual in the
book.

So I feel that there's just a twisting of the
regulatory language as to accommodate Mr. O'Connor and I'm
happy to see it. You know, this has been a time consuming
thing, but it brings out a point of, you know, as communities
expand there's certain individuals who may want to go to their
Native allotments which may be several miles away and not
actually within the community and actually wouldn't qualify
with the c&t on a community basis.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Anymore gquestions or comments?
Different agencies. State. Public. Council.
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MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman.
CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Jack.

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to see Eastern
Interior's language again that was on the overhead there.

MR. MATHEWS: And again, this is just a summation of
it, but basically that's it, they want all 1344 permittees
qualified.....

MR. REAKOFF: To qualify they'd have to be a rural
resident.

MS. MEEHAN: So the motion that the Eastern Interior
adopted was that the Federal Subsistence Board should adopt all
1344 permits as eligible c&t users and left it at that. And by
having eligible in there, that covers the rural concern.

MR. SAM: Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Ron.

MR. SAM: Could you repeat that motion?

MS. MEEHAN: The Federal Subsistence Board should adopt
all 1344 -- eligible 1344 permit holders and do not list
individual names in the regulations, that was their other part.

MR. SAM: Do we want that language in there?

MR. COLLINS: Yeah, I think that would -- I wanted to
go along with their motion, to support what -- because the
approach they took, I think the approach that should be taken.

MR. SAM: Yes.

MR. COLLINS: That was my intent.

MR. SAM: Yes, could you modify that motion?

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: The motion was in support in line
with the Eastern.....

MS. MEEHAN: Yes.

MR. COLLINS: Support the proposal with the qualifying
language that -- so you end up then removing that individual's
name. They'll have to figure out, technically, how they're
going to write it up in the reg, I guess.
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MS. MEEHAN: Trust me, they're good at doing that.

MR. COLLINS: I know, that's the thing so I won't try
to do that.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Could you reread the motion?

MS. MEEHAN: Adopt the recommendation to match Eastern
Interior Board, which is, the Board adopt all 1344 permit
holders and do not list individual names in the register.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Right?

MR. COLLINS: Yes.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Does the second concur?

MR. SAM: Yes.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Anymore questions on Proposal 387

MR. SAM: Question.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Question's been called for on
Proposal 38. All in favor of Proposal 38 with modifications
signify by saying aye.

IN UNISON: Aye.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: All opposed same sign.

(No opposing responses)

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: 38's passed.

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman.

CHATRMAN MORGAN: Jack.

MR. REAKOFF: 1I'd like to make a motion that in our
next annual report that we have a point of concern that there's
the need for an individual use permit type -- 1344 type system
for rural residents who do not live within communities and some
type of a provision for those individuals. Because the ANILCA
law protects the rural residents, it doesn't Jjust say community
residents, the residents for personal family consumption.

Those people, more than likely are living totally off the land
and should be -- their subsistence should be very much

protected, as much as anybody else's. So I would like to see
that in the -- or can that be brought forward into the Staff
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after the Board meeting this summer or.....

MR. MATHEWS: Well, you do have the option, the annual
report draft is in front of you. You know, I mean it could be
done that way. I think I would need clarification because it
seemed to be your trend with c&t determinations was not to
exclude others and to not have so restrictive c&t's, this is
going in.....

MR. REAKOFF: I mean if there's.....
MR. MATHEWS: ..... the opposite.

MR. REAKOFF: If there's a need.....
MR. MATHEWS: If there's a need, okay.

MR. REAKOFF: You know, like where I'm coming from on
this one is it's been identified that there may be in the
Dalton Highway Corridor it's for Wiseman for caribou and
different animals, brown bears and things, there may be
individuals who live within there, but the other -- there's
agency people and there's pipeline camps and that's why that
restriction is in there. There may be individuals who could
qualify as rural resident subsistence with an individual use
permit, but to make a blanket policy for the whole corridor is
not -- you couldn't do that. You'd have all kinds of -- I have
a problem with agency people that receive COLA coming and live
-- are paid to live there and then competing with local
subsistence users. I -- this was a problem with the military
installations at Galena and we were going to address that but
they took all the military people away and that problem
evaporated. But I feel there's the need for an individual use
permitting system. It may only be rarely used or occasionally
used but I feel that there should be a provision if that
individual has to have that provision.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: I think we're getting ahead of the
motion. I should get a second. What was the original motion?

MR. REAKOFF: Well, I want to have this in the annual
report.

MR. MATHEWS: To have individual c&t.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: There's no motion it's just a
suggestion.

MR. MATHEWS: Well, it'd be easier for me to handle and
others to handle if it was a motion.
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CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Okay.
MR. COLLINS: I'll second it.

MR. MATHEWS: And we'll revisit the annual report,

MS. MEEHAN: Mr. Chairman.
CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Yes.

MS. MEEHAN: There's another opportunity that you could
bring this issue up and it strikes me that this is part of a
broader issue that you have been discussing throughout the
meeting and that is is how we approach c&t. And I've watched
you struggle with it and Eastern Interior also struggle with
essentially the philosophy of how c&t is set up and how it's
applied. And so something you could certainly bring it up in
your annual report, another forum is prior to the Board meeting
there will be a joint Chair/Board meeting and so it's an
opportunity for your Chairman to bring it up with the Board as
an issue that the program needs to look at. So it's Jjust
another opportunity to consider.

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Jack.

MR. REAKOFF: I would like to see it in the annual
report because these things that are brought up in the annual
report are like highlighted things that need to be addressed
and I would like to see it in there. It can be moved forward
at Chair meetings or however else before that, but I would
still like to see it in that annual report.

CHATIRMAN MORGAN: Ron.

MR. SAM: Yes. I stand with Jack on this because one
of our scariest things to deal with is the Dalton Highway and
the transients that utilize the Dalton Highway Corridor. We
know that people are going all the way to the North Slope to
hunt caribou or moose or whatever they can, you know, brown
bear.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Question's or comments on the motion?
If not, could we repeat the motion, please?

MR. MATHEWS: What I have is in the next annual report,
include individual cé&t determinations for rural residents that
don't live in communities. And this would be for the whole
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Federal program. So it would be individual cé&t's for the
Federal subsistence program for rural residents that don't live
within resident community zones.

MR. COLLINS: A process should be developed or, I mean
you need more than that wording, don't you, to tell.....

MR. REAKOFF: Well, I would rather use the 1344,
because we don't really need to reinvent the wheel. The Park
Service already invented that wheel. So I would rather use the
wording of a 1344 type permit.

MR. COLLINS: Should be expanded to.....

MR. REAKOFF: For individuals who do not live within
communities.

MR. COLLINS: As the seconder, I'll agree with that.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Anymore comments or questions on the
motion? If not, all in favor of the motion signify by saying
aye.

IN UNISON: Aye.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: All opposed same sign.
(No opposing responses)

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Motion's passed. Okay, next on the
agenda is Proposal 93.

MR. MATHEWS: Proposal 93 and we probably need to —-- I
think that George is going to do this as far as review what
Northwest did on proposals that you overlap with. And I put a
handout on your pile at each of your stations of the summary
from the Northwest Arctic Regional Advisory Council.

MR. SHERROD: Just to refresh Proposal 93, it dealt
with black bear in Unit 23 and I had suggested yesterday that
this body might consider, based on the actions with the other
black bear proposals taking no action. Jack so wisely pointed
out that we should know what Northwest did before we defer to
them or take no action on it.

Northwest supported the Staff modification and
conclusion which is on Page 192. And that would be for black
bear in Unit 23 would be residents of Unit 23, Galena, Huslia,
Hughes, Allakaket, Alatna and Koyukuk.
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CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Any correspondence on this?

MR. MATHEWS: There's just State comments and they're
more than willing, the mic is open for them but I have no other
written comments on Proposal 93.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: 1In that case entertain a motion to
accept.

MR. SAM: So moved.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: There's a motion to accept.....
MR. REAKOFF: Second.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: ..... Proposal 93 and seconded for
discussion. Any discussion?

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman.
CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Jack.

MR. REAKOFF: Mr. Chairman, I have a letter that was
written by the Subsistence Resource Commission to the Chair
person of the Northwest Arctic Regional Council signed by the
Chairman of the Subsistence Resource Commission, Raymond
Paneak. The Subsistence Resource Commission of the Gates of
the Arctic Park voted unanimously to support the Federal
subsistence Proposal 93 c&t for black bear in Game Management
Unit 23 only if the residents in the communities along the
Koyukuk River, Unit 24 are included in the positive
determination. The Northwest most portions of the Gates of the
Arctic National Park Preserve are within the GMU 23 and we
believe that the rural residents in Koyukuk River communities
have customary and traditionally harvested black bear in those
portions of Unit 23. Thank you for your considerations of this
amendment to Proposal 93.

And that's where -- they were amiable and the Staff, I
guess, made the same conclusions.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Anymore discussion?
MR. SAM: Mr. Chairman.
CHATRMAN MORGAN: Sam.

MR. SAM: Yes, are we leaving Evansville and Bettles
out of this or what was your finding-?
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MR. REAKOFF: Well, we would -- we discussed -- we
weren't exactly sure how far up the river to go. I do feel
that there are people in Evansville that go —-- have gone over
and traditionally gone —-- there's people that are from that
Kobuk country that live in Evansville. So I feel that
Evansville should be included in that c&t myself.

CHAIRMAN MORGAN: Ron.

MR. SAM: Yeah, I see your point on that now, Jack.
And we do have two or three winter trails that go right direct
to the head of Kobuk River which we travel to that area and
utilize not only for black bear, we utilize caribou